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m Unity across borders can defeat right 


BY DAVE STOCKTON 


HERESA MAY’S visit 
to Washington has 
turned into a major 
embarrassment. Her 
“partnership’> — with 
Donald Trump which meant she re- 
fused to condemn his ‘Muslim Ban’ 
has sparked a wave of enormous 
demonstrations across the UK. 

May’s pathetic boasts about the 
“special relationship” between 
British and US imperialism are a 
stale ritual for UK prime ministers. 
But Brexit gives them a dangerous 
new dimension. 

Trump is a strong supporter of 
Brexit. “I think Brexit is going to be 
a great thing, he remarked. “I 
thought the UK was so smart in get- 
ting out.” But his reasons have noth- 
ing to do with sentimentality, and 
everything to do with a ruthless am- 
bition to prioritise US interests 
above all. What part of “America 
First” do our Tory rulers not under- 
stand? 

Trump has the measure of 
Theresa May: she needs him more 
than he needs her. That's why just 
hours after she departed, he an- 
nounced his ban on Muslims from 
seven states entering the USA - 
knowing she wouldn't denounce it. 
May’s response? “The United States 
is responsible for the United States’ 


policy on refugees, the United King- 
dom is responsible for the United 
Kingdoms policy on refugees.” 


BREXIT UNFURLED 

In her first serious Brexit speech, the 
Prime Minister threatened to crash 
out of the EU with “no deal” if the 
other EU leaders offered her a bad 
deal. Following a howl of protest 
from British business leaders, she 
told MPs a day later that she would 
deliver an agreement that would 
avoid punishing World Trade Or- 
ganisation tariffs on trade. 

And while May has nominally ac- 
ceded to a full White Paper, it is ru- 
moured that it will be short and 
vague in the extreme. ‘The reality is 
that she still has no plan beyond the 
rhetoric of “taking back control”, of 
“our borders” and “our laws’. 

The European Parliament's chief 
Brexit negotiator Guy Verhofstadt 
rubbished May's pledge to deliver a 
new trade deal by 2019 as “impossi- 
ble’. EU leaders have also insisted 
that Britain must agree to a £50 bil- 
lion “divorce bill” for outstanding li- 
abilities under the terms of Article 
50. That will set up another hullabal- 
loo from the tabloids and from Tory 
backbenchers. 

And Trump’s offer of a trade deal 
is in any case a dud cheque. Tariffs 
between the USA and the UK are al- 
ready low, meaning that Trump will 
probably demand the dropping of 


other barriers to trade: weakening 
the food regulations that have kept 
out hormone-injected US beef and 
genetically modified crops, for ex- 
ample. Or it will mean access to the 
NHS “market” for US pharmaceuti- 
cal and private health firms, or a 
weakening of environmental and 
labour protections. 


NEW BUSINESS MODEL 

Chancellor Philip Hammond re- 
vealed the hardest part of Brexit 
when he suggested that Britain's eco- 
nomic model might have to ap- 
proach that of a corporate tax haven, 
if the EU blocks access to the single 
market. He admitted that this would 
also mean abandoning the European 
“social model”. 

This will very likely involve adopt- 
ing something closer to the US “so- 
cial model’, meaning an end to a 
universal welfare and healthcare. 
Brexit provides the Tories with the 
ideal pretext for removing almost all 
the surviving gains of the 1945 
Labour government. 

May's reorientation away from 
Europe towards Trump's America 
will also entangle Britain in Trump’s 
“America First” military adventures, 
against ISIS and whoever else dares 
to clash with US interests. May has 
already indicated a shift towards 
Trump’s more brazen support for Is- 
rael. 

Brexit will therefore prove devas- 


THE SPECIAL RELATIONSHIP 





tating for all of Britain's working 
class communities, whether they 
voted for it or not. And in the mean- 
time we will have created new barri- 
ers to solidarity with and from 
Europe's labour movements, our 
nearest allies. 

This is why the campaigns to kick 
out Trump and stop Brexit are 
linked and must draw strength from 
each other . They cannot be sepa- 
rated from the struggles of our Eu- 
ropean sisters and brothers against 
the rising semi fascists of France's 
Marine Le Pen, the Netherlands’ 
Geert Wilders, of the Alternative fur 
Deutschland in Germany. 

We need to make it clear that they 
shall not set the continent's nation- 
alities at one another's throats nor 
ban refugees fleeing countries whose 
sufferings are the result of our rulers 
wars and occupations. They shall 
not destroy our education health 
and welfare systems. They shall not 
erode and dismantle our democratic 
and trade union rights. In short they 
shall not rule. We will drive them 
from power. 

On March 25 we should all be on 
the streets against the nightmare of 
Brexit. It is why thousands of us 
should go to Hamburg to demon- 
strate against Trump and the G20 
leaders on 8/9 July. And it is why 
we must put millions on the streets 
when Trump comes to London this 
summer @ 


EDITORIAL PAGE 3 


Labour Party 


JEREMY CORBYN’S DECISION TO IMPOSE 
a three-line whip to vote for Article 
50 has divided the Labour Party and 
threatens to seriously undermine his 
support. Instead of trying to share the 
credit for triggering the process to 
leave the EU, Labour should be op- 
posing the Tories’ plans. Labour 
should vote against Article 50 in 
order to put itself at the head of the 
growing movement against xenopho- 
bia and racism and win people to a 
socialist alternative in Britain and 
across Europe. 


Momentum 


THE ORGANISATION CONTINUES TO 
stagnate while a mass movement is 
emerging on the streets against 
Trump, racism and Theresa May’s 
government. Instead of waging futile 
factional struggles, activists should 
focus on helping to organise the 
movement and promote an interna- 
tionalist and socialist alternative to 
the drift to the right represented by 
Trump and Brexit. 


UNITED STATES CENTRE PAGES 


Millions resist 
Trump’s blitz 


THE UNPRECEDENT RESPONSE TO 

the president's first week in office 
show US workers have the potential 
to bring Trump down - and create an 
alternative to the Democrats 


TRADE UNIONS PAGE 6 


Vote Len McCluskey but 
organise the rank & file 


RMT continues to battle 
Southern Rail over DOO 


Glasgow Labour council 
scabs on IT strikers 


ANALYSIS PAGE 7 


Why has Scottish Labour 
missed Corbyn surge? 
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Ireland: Brexit will mean 
return of hard border 
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Who we are 


RED FLAG is an organisation that campaigns for 
Labour to become a mass working class party with 
socialist policies. 

We are members of the Labour Party because, 
like hundreds of thousands of you, we believe that 
under new leadership it can help the working class 
defeat austerity and put forward a radical alterna- 
tive. 

A Labour Party infused with its new members’ 
spirit of resistance and desire for a radically different 
alternative, can start to oppose the Tories’ welfare 
cuts, NHS privatisation, their wars and missiles, 
their anti-immigrant racism. 

It can campaign positively to scrap tuition fees, 
bring back student grants and create a National Ed- 
ucation Service free for all, from cradle to grave. 

We need to start the fightback now. We need to 
take to the streets against the Tory benefit cuts. We 
need strikes and protests for higher pay, lower rents, 
lower fees. We need to stop the Tories’ anti-union 
laws. We need to protest against government plans 
to bomb the Middle East, and fight for refugees to 
be treated like people and given the refuge they so 
desperately deserve. 

The Tories and big business will resist every step 
of the way. The media frenzy against Jeremy Corbyn 
is just a taste of what we can expect when we come 
closer to power. The billionaires who control the 
media, the banks and the tax-dodging corporations 
will protect their profits every inch of the way. 

That is why we need to go further and campaign 
for a socialist society, a society without a rich ruling 
class concentrating ownership, control and power 
in their own hands. That will mean a mass move- 
ment of millions of people taking action from 
below, fighting to stop the Tories, fighting to take 
power out of the hands of the millionaires and into 
the hands of the millions. 

Socialism is the answer to the Tories and their 
system of austerity and war. Now Labour has 
stopped standing up for the rich, we should commit 
ourselves to the goal of a new society, one run by 
the working class, replacing the chaos of the capi- 
talist market with a democratic planned economy. 

Under socialism we will share out the work and 
produce for public need, not private greed. 

So now is the time to join Labour. There is a role 
for you, your passion and your skills. Help 
strengthen the party. Help us sing a different song 
to the discredited Blairites. Help us fight for a so- 
cialist society. Labour’s old pro-war, pro-business 
types have their own pressure groups, like Tony 
Blair’s ‘Progress’ organisation. So socialists also need 
to organise too. 

That is where Red Flag comes in. We organise so- 
cialists in the Labour Party to put forward a consis- 
tent strategy based on the principles of class struggle 
and international solidarity across the labour move- 
ment - at home and abroad. If you agree with our 
aims, join us to add your voice to the socialist cause. 


www.redflagonline.org/join 


Letters 


RED FLAG welcomes debate within the 
movement. Please email your letters, 

reports or articles for consideration to the editors 
at contact@redflagonline.org. 


If you agree with our aims - join us and help organise the fight for socialism in our time 


AGAINST AUSTERITY 

lH 100% opposition to Tory austerity. No cuts to 
welfare, services, jobs or pay. 

@ End cruel benefits sanctions — stop forcing dis- 
abled people to work. 

m Tax the rich, not the poor: raise taxes on busi- 
ness and the wealthy. Clamp down on tax avoid- 
ance. 


A PLANNED ECONOMY 

® Take over the banks and financial institutions 
without compensation. Merge the banks into a sin- 
gle state-owned investment bank under direct 
democratic control of the working class majority. 
@ Jobs for all. For a massive programme of in- 
vestment to create socially useful, sustainable 
jobs. End precarious working — make casual con- 
tracts permanent, including apprenticeships. 

®@ Share the work. Cut the hours to a maximum 
30 hour working week and reduce the retirement 
age to 60 for all. 

@ Promote a planned shift to sustainable energy. 
® Nationalise the top monopolies under workers 
control and without compensation. This to include 
the great food, water, energy, transport, infrastruc- 
ture, pharmaceutical, manufacturing, property, re- 
tail, technology and telecoms conglomerates. 

® Draw up a Socialist economic plan through 
mass direct democracy, matching production and 
distribution to popular need not private greed. 

@ Cancel the national debt to the private bond- 
holders and refuse to submit to blackmail from in- 
ternational financial institutions. 


END EXPLOITATION 

@ Raise the minimum wage to £10 an hour, for 
all, regardless of age. 

® Work or full pay. Benefits for the unemployed 
and pensions for the retired at the level of mini- 
mum wage or final salary, whichever is higher. 
Pensions to be nationalised and guaranteed. 

l@ End the pay freeze. Peg wages to a people’s 
cost of living index. 


PUBLIC SERVICES 

@ Build and improve publicly owned social hous- 
ing all over Britain, freezing rents, guaranteeing 
tenancies, stopping the sell-off of estates. 

B® A National Education Service from cradle to 
grave, free at the point of delivery. Bring all schools 
and nurseries under public ownership under con- 
trol of parents, teachers and pupils. 

@ Massive investment in health including mental 
health services. 

lm Scrap student fees and loan schemes. A living 


grant for all. 

®@ End PFI/PPP and renationalise privatised serv- 
ices. Restore local democracy: end the cap on 
local authority spending. 


DEMOCRACY 

® Abolish anti-trade union laws. Employment pro- 
tection from day one. 

® Votes at 16 for all regardless of nationality. 

® Nationalise the media, guarantee right to reply, 
launch new mass media under democratic control 
of the labour movement. 

® Abolish the Monarchy, the House of Lords, the 
Privy Council. 

® For a single chamber, elected by proportional 
representation. 

@ Self-determination for Scotland and Wales, in- 
cluding the right to separate from the UK if a ma- 
jority choose it. 


NO TO OPPRESSION 

® No to racism in all its forms, to Islamophobia, 
anti-Semitism and national chauvinism. 

B® No to sexism, complete equality for women, 
equal pay now. 

w No to oppression and discrimination against 
lesbian, gay, bisexual and transgender people. 
®@ Free abortion on demand. 

® 24-hour free childcare facilities for all. 

® No to discrimination on grounds of disability. 
Abolish Work Capability Assessment, reinstate all 
benefits. 


INTERNATIONALISM 

® Cancel Trident. 

® Britain out of NATO. 

@ Welcome refugees and migrants. Yes to free- 
dom of movement, no to immigration controls. 

mw No more imperialist wars. Britain out of NATO. 
Troops out of Afghanistan, Eastern Europe, Ire- 
land and all overseas postings. 

® Don't bomb Syria —no to British wars. Solidarity 
with Syrians and Kurds fighting ISIS and Assad. 
B® Stop backing Israel, its occupations and wars. 
Boycott Israel and support Palestinian self-deter- 
mination and the return of Palestinian refugees. 
® Break ties with the far right Ukrainian govern- 
ment. 

® Nota penny or a person for the defence of the 
billionaires’ system. Not a standing army loyal to 
the establishment, but a defence force of the work- 
ing class majority. 

w No to the undemocratic institutions of the EU. 
No to a British nationalist walkout — for a United 
Socialist States of Europe. 


THE LABOUR MOVEMENT 

@ We can revive the Labour Party and the trade 
unions, recruiting the young and the old, the work- 
ing and the unemployed, the casual workers, 
women, black and Asian people, migrant workers, 
LGBT people, the skilled and unskilled, the man- 
ual and the office workers. 

®@ End the bans on socialists and the purge of new 
members. Restore the right of local Labour Parties 
to select and if necessary deselect their local and 
parliamentary candidates. 

@ Full policy-making powers to be in the hands of 
the membership, not the MPs or grandees. 

l®@ Labour MPs to be under the democratic control 
of the party’s membership, not the other way 
round. 

®@ For a democratic and socialist constitution for 
Labour that sets public ownership and socialism 
as our goals. 

® For workplace Labour Party branches and 
mass Labour women’s, BME, LGBT and youth or- 
ganisations. 

@ Labour councils should refuse to carry out Tory 
cuts and rally nationwide resistance including co- 
ordinated strike action against undemocratic Tory 
disqualifications and any attempted imposition of 
commissioners. 

® All Labour and union officials to be subject to 
regular re-election and to the right of the members 
to recall them, and to be paid the average wage 
of the workers they represent. 

® For cross-union and cross-industrial commit- 
tees of workers that can take action even against 
the wishes of union officials where necessary. 

w Workers of all countries, unite — build an inter- 
national union of revolutionary socialist parties. 


REVOLUTION 

@ Aleft-wing Labour government should not ac- 
cept the sabotage of the rich, but should be a 
workers’ government and take power out of the 
hands of the unelected civil servants, CEOs, se- 
curity chiefs and generals. 

@ We need amass party committed to revolution, 
which will mean the forcible dispossession of the 
ruling class through direct action from below, 
breaking up their unelected apparatus of coercion, 
taking power into the hands of workers’ councils 
and a working class defence force. 

™ Today hundreds of thousands of people are 
changing British politics. Soon millions can change 
Britain. All together, we can bring down the Tories 
and open the road to a working class government 
and a social revolution. 
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Vote against 
triggering Article 50 


Labour should JEREMY CORBYN has imposed a three-line whip 

‘ on Labour MPs to vote for Theresa May’s Bill to start 

focus on issues of the Brexit process. We believe this is a seriously 

substance rather — wrong position. 

. Leaving the European Union will be as disas- 

than trying to trous for the working class, here, in Europe and 

share responsibil- around the world, as it was when Labour opposed 
ity for Brexit it in the June 2016 referendum. 


In fact with Donald Trump's inauguration and 
Theresa May’s enthusiastic alliance with him, this 
has become even clearer. 

Quite apart from the effect it will have on millions of workers’ and their 
families, who work abroad in Europe or come here to take up jobs, or wish to 
do so in the future, it will result in nations raising trade barriers and borders 
against one another and result in international tensions rising. Trade wars for 
a start and real wars to follow. 

A “Labour Brexit” is not a prospect. Even if the nine amendments Labour 
is supporting were be carried (highly unlikely) it is May and her Tory minis- 
ters who conduct the negotiations. The prime minister has already decided 
on her red lines: first and foremost strict immigration controls; lower taxes 
on the rich and big business; and to cap it all strong economic, political and 
military ties to Trumps USA. 

Contrary to what some apologists for Corbyn’s three line whip are saying, 
it is possible to vote against Article 50 and move amendments. 

Amendments include a demand for a parliamentary vote on the final deal 
before it is submitted to MEPs in the European Parliament, protecting work- 
ers rights and access to the full tariff-free single market, guaranteeing the 
rights of migrants already living in the UK (though not future ones) and reg- 
ular consultation with national and regional parliaments during the talks. 

However it should be noted that while access to the single market will not 
be granted without free movement this is not explicit. Such evasions, aimed 
at papering over the PLP’s divisions, will break apart at the first serious test. 

Nevertheless it is possible to vote against the Bill at every major stage while 
still doing whatever possible to soften its blows against the working class. 
Labour should do so. 

Diane Abbott's argument for voing for article 50 now, but reviewing our 
position once the negotiated deal is finally put before parliament in two years’ 
time contradicts her brave defence (up to now) of free movement of labour. 

We know ending this is precisely the Tories’ red line. So people will ask, 
why did you not oppose the process from the beginning? We should oppose 
the Bill not just in the parliamentary talking shop but at the polls, on the 
streets and in the workplaces. Our aim must be to free the majority of workers 
from their illusions in Brexit and win then away from reactionary hostility to 
migrant workers. 


DEMOCRATIC MANDATE 

Clearly many Labour MPs, and Jeremy himself fear the party will be painted as 
going against the peoples mandate. But many of the 54 per cent who gave this 
mandate to leave the EU did not foresee replacing membership with a series of 
laws and international agreements that will attack the working class. 

In fact it was a narrowly won vote, where millionaire press barons misled 
people as to what the outcome would really look like. Over the next few years, 
this will become more apparent to many working class Leavers. If Labour 
holds its nerve and remains consistent and principled, the party will reap its 
rewards when that happens. 

It would be foolish for any socialist party to stop reactionary measures sim- 
ply because a majority voted for them. That would be abdicating their duty 
to lead. 

For example, the Tories were elected on a promise to introduce more trade 
union restrictions, “reform” welfare rules and rewrite the Human Rights Act. 
Labour can and should oppose them every step of the way on these issues, 
despite their 2015 victory. Likewise it should oppose to Article 50. 


REBELS 

As we go to press as many as 80 Labour MPs have said they will defy the whip. 

Two shadow cabinet ministers, Tulip Siddig and Jo Stevens, have resigned and 

two party whips have said they will vote against the Bill. 

Many of these are serial rebels with a track record of trying to destabilise 
Jeremy's leadership. Others are probably trying to save their seats in heavily 
Leave voting constituencies. But whatever their motives they are right to rebel 
this time on this issue. 

The truth is Jeremy has retreated from a good position to a worse one (see 
back page). Fearful of losing Labour seats in Copeland and Stoke Central 
bye-election on 23 February, he has rushed through this change without any 
consultation with members. This is no longer the “honest politics” he cam- 
paigned on. 

The stance Jeremy and his team have taken will backfire on him on 
three levels. 

e It wont placate the right wing in the party apparatus and the parliamentary 
party, who will continue to rebel — or resign their seats at the most inop- 
portune moment. 

e It won't win over workers who have swallowed the anti-immigrant poi- 
son, but encourage them to vote for real racists, like UKIP and the To- 
ries. 

e And it won't strengthen his supporters in the constituencies, who have 
been arguing his previous line for months and now feel betrayed. 

Rather than disorient and potentially alienate his mass support in the party, 

we urge Jeremy to change his mind and oppose triggering Article 50 @ 
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Regaining 
Momentum 


BY REBECCA ANDERSON 








N 10 JANUARY Jon Lansman and a majority 
of the Steering Committee launched a coup. 
This subcommittee of the NC at an email 
“meeting” voted to overrule the December 5 
decision of the sovereign National Committee 
to convene a conference of delegates from the local branches. 

For good measure it abolished the NC itself by imposing a 
new constitution; which nobody had seen, discussed, voted 
for let alone was able to amend. 

As part of this coup Lansman announced elections online 
to a new body, the National Coordinating Group. Lansman 
hates the idea of democratically elected representatives of ac- 
tive branches meeting, discussing and adopting political po- 
sitions. Instead he prefers online voting by membership lists 
he alone has access to. 

Fortunately he NC majority decided to ignore its abolition 
and at its 28 January meeting rejected the new constitution 
and agreed to convene a national meeting of delegates from 
branches and liberation groups to discuss the organisation's 
future, postponed till March. 

These decisions reflect the widespread opposition to Lans- 
man’s coup amongst grassroots members, who have passed 
critical motions in dozens of branches up and down the coun- 
try. 

This coup is not just an expression of his famously auto- 
cratic methods. It came on the very day Jeremy Corbyn aban- 
doned his previous defence of free movement of workers. This 
was closely followed by his decision to impose a three-line 
whip to vote for triggering article 50 opening on Labour MPs 
thus opening the road to Brexit (see back page). 

Lansman’s actions were obviously intended to avoid the em- 
barrassment of Momentum holding a policy conference in 
mid-February, where issues like Brexit and free movement 
would inevitably have cropped up and where the branches 
could have challenged and criticised the retreats of Team Cor- 
byn. 





CONFERENCE 

The 28 January NC agreed to convene a national meeting in 
March, with delegates elected according to the proportion 
previously circulated by the Momentum office. 

However, the decision to state explicitly that this meeting 
is not the national conference that the NC was tasked with or- 
ganising is a serious tactical error. 

The NC’s authority is derived from the fact that it was 
elected by the members as an interim body to organise a dem- 
ocratic conference. 

Downgrading the conference to a meeting of local groups 
effectively concedes to Lansman the right to dictate whether 
the members can organise a conference. 

It was intended to avoid accusations that the NC are trying 
to split the organisation. In fact it makes a split more likely 
and means that those who support the NC will have to take 
the initiative. 


Finally, if the national meeting is to succeed it, members 
must be able to attend knowing it was an authoritative, deci- 
sion-making body that will address the fundamental issues 
confronting socialists today. If it is a talking shop or confines 
itself to uncontroversial discussions on the NHS in order to 
avoid provoking Lansman it will simply flop. 

Lansman and his self-selected leadership already control 
the database, the money, the office and the staff he hired. It is 
an organisation whose strategy and goals are decided between 
Lansman, Unite, TSSA, and Jeremy Corbyn’s office. 

Red Flag in contrast stands for an organisation that har- 
nesses the energy and commitment of the hundreds active 
Momentum members to win the thousands of new Labour 
Party members, to decide for themselves what the Party’ strat- 
egy should be. 


BOYCOTT THE NCG 

A proposal to call for a boycott of the elections to Lansman’s 
National Coordinating Group was defeated, with the NC leav- 
ing it up to individuals to decide. 

In our view this is a mistake. Nevertheless the NC did not 
decide to endorse any candidates and in our view no one 
should take part in this fake election to an illegitimate body. 

Lansman will use elections to the NCG as yet another of his 
plebiscites a plebiscite; this time to confer legitimacy on the 
new structure. Even if elected, those opposed to Lansman will 
not have a platform to criticise him and people will use their 
presence to prove its ‘democratic’ credentials. If they get a de- 
risory vote they will have undermined the existing NC for no 
benefit. 

Unfortunately the decision of the AWL to push hard for 
candidates to nominate themselves before the NC had the 
chance to discuss the matter presented the committee with a 
fait accompli - “support us or cut yourselves off from our cam- 
paign’. 

As a tactic in general, a boycott is of course ineffective when 
applied to an existing institution in which people have pow- 
erful illusions and to which it is not yet possible to counter- 
pose an alternative institutions. However, a boycott can be 
effective where a new and undemocratic institution is being 
counterposed to a living democracy. 

With such a large number of branches now rejecting Lans- 
man's pseudo-democratic constitution, and with the compli- 
cated NCG not yet convened, the situation we are in is far 
closer to the latter than the former. 


OUR MESSAGE 

If those who support Corbyn do not organise quickly to give 

expression to his policies in the real world, his leadership of 

the Labour Party will continue to be gutted of principle and 
eventually terminated. 

For these reasons we think it’s important that the national 
meeting in March takes the urgent decisions necessary to halt 
the demoralisation and paralysis and give a fighting lead. 

It should pass simple motions which address 
e Fighting Brexit, defending free movement, building real 

international links of solidarity with scholiasts in the EU, 
USA, Russia and beyond 

e Address austerity by organising a campaign against local 
government cuts at a national and borough level, 

e Democratisation of the Labour Party including manda- 
tory reselection, abolition of the National Policy Forum 
and Compliance Unit and reform of the National Exec- 
utive Committee. 

That's how we will connect socialist solutions with the im- 
mediate struggles that people are facing @ 
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DAVE STOCKTON analyses the new president's 
programme and argues that the wide ranging 
nature of his attacks on workers and 
Oppressed groups lays the basis for a 
powerful coalition of resistance 
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terest groups and then vote everything through and present 
defeats as victories achieved on behalf of American workers. 


PARTY OF THE WORKING CLASS 

In order to rally real resistance and opposition to Trump, a 
new political formation is needed. That means a party of the 
workers and the oppressed, which stands independent of all 
big business, and which is controlled by its members. 

A labour party in the USA could represent all of the op- 
pressed strata on the basis of a political programme, 
premised on the “intersection” common to the majority of 
humanity: our exploitation as workers, who create all wealth 
but have no control over its production or distribution. It 
should be a party that recognises that under capitalism, a 
tiny ruling class monopolises society's wealth and political 
power with it. 

The antidote to this is socialism, the democratic control 
of the economy by working class organisations in order to 
plan production to meet the needs of people, not profit. 

Over the next four years, economic weapons like strikes, 
pickets and boycotts should become the prime weapon 
against the Trump agenda. Demonstrations and rallies 
should become regular occurrences to mobilise fresh forces 
and raise morale. But a genuine working class strategy must 
integrate the struggles against exploitation, racism, sexism, 
homophobia and transphobia, and not merely assign them 
an auxiliary role to economic questions. 

We need local committees or councils of delegates from 
unions and from womens, community and campaigning or- 
ganisations — and from the socialist groups too — to organise 
self-defence and agree strategies for coordinated action. In 
the course of this struggle we need to build, or rather rebuild 
the trade unions as mass fighting organisations. 

We need to defend their existing strongholds in the public 
sector and take them into the private sector, where they have 
been effectively banned or driven out. Above all we need to 
break them from the Democrats and pledge them to building 
a mass party of labour and the socially oppressed. 

Last but not least we will need the support - as we saw on 
Inauguration Day - of people around the world. When 
Trump visits Germany in June and Britain later in the year, 
let's give him a hot reception @ 





onald Trump has wasted no time in signalling full 

steam ahead for the key planks of his programme. Ex- 

ecutive orders have been signed withdrawing the USA 

from the Trans Pacific Partnership (TPP) free trade 

deal, initiating the renegotiation of the North Ameri- 
can Free Trade Agreement (Nafta), undermining the Affordable 
Care Act (Obamacare), banning Federal funding for organisations 
that provide abortion services, and unfreezing Federal hiring and 
approval for the controversial Dakota Access and Keystone XL oil 
pipelines. 

A slew of further orders on national security include 
Federal funding for a wall along the Mexican border, a freeze on 
Muslim refugees from war-torn Middle Eastern countries and pe- 
nalising cities that refuse to hand over “illegal” immigrants to Fed- 
eral authorities. This coercion of more liberal states into racial 
targeting will be given teeth by deploying a further 10,000 immi- 
gration officials. 

In foreign affairs Trump appears determined to press ahead with 
his programme too, capitalising on the divisions within the ruling 
class in order to radically reorient military and economic policies. 
In an interview with Germany's Bild and the London Times, he 
floated once again the prospect of lifting US sanctions on Russia, 
linking it to the idea of a nuclear weapons reduction deal. He wel- 
comed Britain's exit from the European Union, predicting its suc- 
cess and hoping that others might follow it, and suggested that the 
EU was an instrument of German domination designed with the 
express purpose of beating the USA in international trade. 

Nevertheless those who thought Trump was less hawkish than 
Barack Obama and Hillary Clinton should note that he berated 
previous governments for “allowing the sad depletion of our own 
military’, despite the fact that the USA spends nearly as much on 
“defence” as the rest of the world combined. He pledged once again 
to “eradicate” radical Islam, starting with a ban on Muslims from 
seven Middle East and North African countries - though not Saudi 
Arabia. 

His unilateralism regarding trade deals will also raise interna- 
tional tensions, leading to trade wars, which can of course spill over 
into real wars involving rival imperialist nations. 

His remarks that NATO is “obsolete, because it was designed 
many, many years ago’ provoked unease not only in Europe but 
also among top Republicans. Indeed it drew a “correction” from 
General James Mattis, his newly appointed Defense Secretary. Dur- 
ing his Congressional confirmation, Mattis said that Vladimir 
Putin was trying to “break the North Atlantic alliance”. 

So Trump's attempt at détente with Russia will undoubtedly 
run into stiff opposition, going as it goes against the whole drift of 
bipartisan US policy: the new cold war. Nevertheless politicians in 
Germany and France are openly discussing the prospect of a NATO 
without the USA, the necessity of a closer bonding of the EU, and 
of giving it an independent military capacity. 

His reciprocated enthusiasm for Israel's Benjamin Netanyahu 
and his suggestion of moving the US Embassy to Jerusalem indicate 
a likely farewell to the two-state solution, nominally supported 
by previous Republican and Democratic Presidents alike. Trump 
will likely use Netanyahu’ visit to the White House to announce 
an even more radical re-orientation. 

Far from being moderated by the Republican establishment, let 
alone by the Democratic establishment or by some bipartisan con- 
sensus, Trump appears determined to press ahead with radically 
reorienting US political, economic and military priorities. 


AMERICA FIRST 

Trump’s inauguration speech was written by the two chief ideo- 
logues of his presidential campaign, Steve Bannon and Stephen 
Miller. Bannon is a prominent white nationalist and Trump made it 
clear that chauvinism, if not open racism will be a central feature 
of his presidency. 

“We assembled here today are issuing a new decree to be heard 
in every city, in every foreign capital, in every hall of power. From 
this day on a new vision will govern our land. From this day on- 
wards it is only going to be America first - America first!” 

Trump's theme from the outset has been the decline of America. 
The stagnation and fall in living standards are to be blamed on 
the decline of US-based manufacturing. Above all he blames “un- 
equal” trade agreements like Nafta for the loss of jobs to Mexico 
and China. While a few large manufacturers are occasional tar- 
geted, the real villains in this scenario are the “unfair” practices of 
the USAs economic competitors. China and Mexico are cast as the 





enemies of US workers, rather than the US billionaires who profit 
immensely from offshoring. 

In reality wages and living conditions have stagnated, while the 
1% has been soaring into the stratosphere. But Trump skilfully ex- 
ploited the themes, popularised by the Anti-TPP, Occupy and 
Bernie Sanders movements and by the protectionist views of some 
US trade unions. 


FRIEND OF THE WORKERS? 

Though liberals have wrongly blamed “the working class” for 
Trumps victory, it is true that a combination of his promises and 
Clinton's record was a decisive factor in the election. Trump ad- 
dressed them directly in his speech: 

“One by one the factories shuttered and left our shores with not 
even a thought about the millions and millions of American work- 
ers that were left behind” 

He promised that under his presidency there would be “a great 
national effort to rebuild our country and restore its promise for 
all of our people’. 

He pledged that, “every decision on trade, on taxes, on immi- 
gration, on foreign affairs will be made to benefit American work- 
ers and American families... We will build new roads and 
highways and bridges and airports and tunnels and railways all 
across our wonderful nation. We will get our people off of welfare 
and back to work rebuilding our country with American hands and 
American labour. We will follow two simple rules - buy American 
and hire American.” 

This is not empty rhetoric, but an essential component of his 
right wing populism, alongside his anti-immigrant racism and pro- 
tectionism. Many will therefore judge his record on this promise. 

His first problem is that such promises cost money - difficult 
if you are simultaneously reducing the taxes. The other problem is 
more intractable. US industrial output is at its highest ever, with 
rising productivity through automation being the main destroyer 
of skilled jobs; lower wages and non-union “right to work” states 
in the South being the other. Launching a trade war with Mexico 
or China without the support of big US manufacturers is not likely 
to bring them on-board. 

But if his programme of protecting one section of the US capi- 
talist class requires entering into a destructive trade war, which will 
cost jobs, raise prices and promote greater instability on the world 
stage, then he will need to have a significant part of the population 
on his side. That is what lies at the root of Trumps pro-worker dem- 
agogy. It gives him a base to mobilise against ruling class enemies, 
both external and internal. 

But when an interviewer challenged the multi-billionaire with 
the fact that “nobody can live” on the Federal minimum wage of 
$7.50 an hour and asked where he stood on the demand to raise it 
to $15, he replied: 

“We have got to do something to compete with the rest of the 
world. Our country is not competitive anymore. That’s why we're 
losing all of the manufacturers.” 


FIGHTING BACK 

Trump and the Republicans controlling Congress and a majority of 
state legislatures across the country will set out to demolish mas- 
sively the already weak and inadequate welfare state first estab- 
lished under Roosevelt and later expanded under the post-war 
boom Presidents. Trump's hostility to the struggles against the 
racial and gender inequalities of US life, his praise for the police 
that shoot down black youth, his determination to hunt down and 
deport millions of “illegal” immigrants, his contempt for women’s 
rights, all make a powerful coalition of resistance against him pos- 
sible. 

Critical to giving this movement the capacity for real defiance is 
to draw in the working class and the trade unions. Here it will be 
necessary not only to oppose those union leaders sucked in by his 
promises, not only to expose the fraud of the supposedly pro-work- 
ing class parts of his programme, but to pose real alternatives to 
them: a massive programme of public works that includes housing 
and hospitals, not just bridges and railroads. 

For decades the two-party contest in US elections has made it 
painfully clear that the American workers and oppressed have no 
party of their own, no party with a programme that champions the 
economic and social interests of working class people. A coalition 
of resistance to Trump needs to develop a political weapon to or- 
ganise and lead the struggles to come: an independent party of 
labour @ 
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T WAS the largest international demonstration since 

the Iraq War in 2003. The Women’s March on 21 Jan- 

uary capped a two-day explosion of resistance to the 

inauguration of Donald Trump. Nearly five million 

people marched in over 650 demonstrations across the 
world. This was a powerful display of opposition from mil- 
lions who understand that the actions of the US president 
have a real impact far beyond the borders of the USA. 

As the new President's Cabinet picks confirmed his inten- 
tion to turn his campaign rhetoric into reality, they also so- 
lidified the opposition to Trump's agenda. No one could now 
claim that Trump's policies might be milder than his rheto- 
ric. 

So if Trump isn't backing down, the protests showed that 
neither are the people who oppose him. Add in polls that 
show that Trump is the most disliked winner ever sworn in 
and the potential for a powerful coalition of resistance is 
clear. 

The half a million marchers in Washington DC were out- 
numbered by 750,000 in Los Angeles. A further 500,000 
marched in Chicago and 175,000 in Boston. Large numbers 
travelling to Washington depressed the 200,000 strong 
turnout in New York. 

But it was the record crowds in smaller towns and cities, 
especially in the most conservative areas, that tell the true 
tale: 60,000 in Austin, Texas; 15,000 in Nashville, Tennessee; 
60,000 in Saint Paul, Minnesota; 10,000 in Ashville, North 
Carolina. Even the small towns and rural areas that over- 
whelmingly voted for Trump had significant numbers turn- 
ing out in defiance. 


CLASS NATURE OF THE PROTESTS 
Just as the demonstrators represented a large segment of the 
population, they also represented a wide spectrum as regards 
people’s motivations, issues raised and solutions offered. 
Most mass movements begin this way, or else they are not 
really mass movements at all. 

The organisers, for the most part, were bourgeois or petit- 
bourgeois liberal women, overwhelmingly Clinton support- 





ers. The Democratic Party was out in force and is working 
hard to co-opt the movement. These “safe” elements of the 
establishment were also the reason that the media coverage 
was so widespread and largely sympathetic. But this doesn't 
tell the whole story. 

Firstly the organisers took a principled stand on the issue 
of reproductive rights, in particular over abortion. In an im- 
portant break with previous practice, women’s groups who 
oppose abortion were not welcome as sponsors, only as in- 
dividuals. 

Secondly although the primary motivation for the mobil- 
isations was in response to the expected assaults on the rights 
of women, the organisers also encouraged other progressive 
groups to participate and promote their campaigns. By en- 
couraging the participants to attend under their own slogans, 
a myriad of movements were represented. 

There were signs in every demonstration and rally of sup- 
port not just for women’s rights, but also for immigrants, 
Black Lives Matter, the ecological movement, defence of 
Muslims, workers’ rights and a host of other progressive 
causes. 


THE SOCIALIST LEFT 

One group scarcely visible in the mass marches however was 
the socialist left. Part of this “absence” was undoubtedly the 
fact that the far left - still a tiny percentage of the overall 
population - is always swallowed up by liberals and re- 
formists in any mass movement. 

Indeed there will always be a vast number of first-timers 
on such an occasion, at least at the beginning. Very few mass 
movements begin with the goal of overthrowing the system 
and instituting something entirely new. So the socialists that 
were there werent as noticeable as they might have been in 
a smaller crowd or as they will be at the local organising 
level. 

But there was another factor involved. The socialist left 
was and remains divided on whether to support the protests. 
Some socialists are taking the sectarian stance that the bour- 
geois liberal leadership and cross-class nature of the marches 
absolved them of any need to support the demonstrations. 

We can all agree that the protests weren't (yet) enough, ei- 
ther in militancy or in programme, let alone in class-con- 
sciousness. The working class was represented, sometimes 
officially and sometimes by individuals, but it certainly didn't 
take a leading role in the protests, and reform rather than 
revolution was the order of the day. 

But our job as socialists is not to wait for the dissatisfied 
to come to us. Our duty is to go to the aroused and angry 
masses and win them over to our anticapitalist arguments 
and to immediate goals we can already unite around now: 
defence of womens rights, black lives, migrant communities 
under attack, healthcare and public education. 

Indeed Trump and the Republicans in Congress and in 
State Houses and Capitols across the country will give us an 
endless supply of such tasks. 

We can only hope that, if the energy of the demonstrations 
continues and coalesces into a longer term movement, then 
all socialists will abandon the sidelines and jump onto the 
pitch to argue for what we know needs to happen to force 
real change in our society. Because without a mass move- 
ment offering an alternative to what is coming from Trump 
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— and yes, an alternative even to the solutions on | 
January — we certainly wont get any change, and 
ance will eventually be crushed. 


RESISTANCE 

The forest of placards declaring “Women's rights ; 
rights’, “Immigrant rights are human rights’, “B. 
are human rights” “LGBTQ rights are human r 
“Workers’ rights are human rights” ought to be’ 
all of these campaigns need to be supported unc 
labour movement principle that “an injury to one i 
to all” 

The task of socialists is to propose tactics and r 
organising that can unite these disparate forces it 
action, beyond demonstrations, and lead them 
fundamental change in society. The unity of th 
class, fighting for the interests of all its constitue 
the only basis for mobilising our collective strer 
battle against Trump’s reaction. 

Moreover it has the power to undermine and w 
ements in Trump’s voting base - the workers in 
towns and closing industries, the middle classes 
lost their homes or seen their salaries stagnate. 

Their anger, misdirected by Trump against M 
Muslims, or led astray by the alternative “identit 
of a racist white nationalism, can only be redirecte 
itics that stresses real change and their own capaci 
it about in their workplaces and communities. 

It would of course be marvellous if the Amer 
unions would lead this battle, but up to this point 
ers have not proven themselves up to the task. 

Many of these leaders are still mired in the 
union” model, where they are more concerned 
profitability of the bosses than they are about the 
their members or of the working class as a whole. 
approach Trump cap in hand, a demeaning andh 
rand; indeed some have already done so. 

Neither is the Democratic Party up to the tasl 
mocrats have always been a compromise party, ; 
position party, much less a resistance party. The 
take whatever restrictions and self-serving laws 
desire, decorate them with a few concessions to d 
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UNION NEWS 


Probably the worst 
train company in the 


world... 


NEARLY ONE-THIRD of all Southern 
Rail’s trains were late or failed to run last 
year. And 2017 could be even worse, with 
up to 46 per cent of trains cancelled or de- 
layed in January. Furious season ticket 
holders and other passengers are claiming 
compensation, running into thousands of 
pounds. 

How can a private company absorb such 
costs? Simple. Southern receives £1 billion 
of taxpayers’ money to run the franchise. 
But the government deals with ticket sales, 
while Govia (GTR), which owns South- 
ern, is paid to run the service — even if no 
trains run. Taxpayers have forked out £53 
million so far in compensation. 

There is no incentive for Southern to 
run a decent service or settle its dispute 
with rail unions RMT and Aslef. Now into 
its eleventh month, this is the longest dis- 
pute since rail privatisation. 

Despite a barrage of anti-union propa- 
ganda by the BBC and Evening Standard 
during strike days, which have increased 
since Aslef joined the fray in December, 
many commuters blame the company and 
government for their misery, ironically 
commenting that at least on strike days 
they are spared the false hope that their 
train will arrive. 


JOBS AND SAFETY 

The strikes are over the introduction of 
Driver Only Operated (DOO) trains. 
Southern wants the driver, not a conduc- 
tor to open and close the doors. This is 
both unsafe and will impede disabled 


Glasgow 


Labour 


scabs on 
strikers 





access. 

Although Southern claims no jobs or 
pay rates will be affected, this promise is 
not being kept. When the seven-year fran- 
chise is up, new conditions can be im- 
posed. 

However, in the last week of January, 
Aslef broke ranks and called off their 
strike to enter talks. Many Aslef drivers re- 
jected this treachery by refusing to cross 
RMT picket lines, but they are not in con- 
trol of the negotiations and a sell-out is a 
real danger. 

The only solution must include South- 
erns nationalisation. West Anglias nation- 
alisation in 2009 resulted in a 
much-improved service and customer sat- 
isfaction. Labour’s London Mayor Sadiq 
Khan is pushing for this, pointing out that 
London Overground also improved after 
Transport for London (TfL) was put in 
charge. 

But TfL and Khan could prove just as 
hard taskmasters. Sadiq has repeatedly 
condemned the strikes, just as has done in 
the ongoing dispute over ticket office 
staffing on the Tube. 

That’s why trade unionists should de- 
mand Southern, and all other privatised 
rail services are renationalised without 
compensation and under workers control. 
Instead of handing over £7 billion a year 
to franchise holders, that money should be 
spent improving the railways, protecting 
jobs and conditions, and planning a 
greener transport system fit for the 21st 
century @ 


BY CHRIS TAYLOR 
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corporation CGI Group. 


Appallingly, the councils ruling Labour group those who live onsite 
backed this move. Despite five of its executive jn tied-houses are to 
members being trade union members, all five be evicted. 
voted for privatisation. Throughout the dispute 
the council have subjected IT workers to intim- 
idation, tried to have the strike ruled unlawful, 
and made farcical attempts to recruit scab 


RECENTLY 
nounced that striking Glasgow sation (ALEO) Cordia over 4 
City Council IT workers have terms and conditions, 

accepted an offer from the management have 

council and returned to work. 
Having secured guarantees that they will con- 
tinue to be council-linked employees and suffer went that 33 jobs are 
no redundancies or relocation, the strike has 9 be cut. Janitors are 
been called off. This brings to an end a dispute 4 9 be rebranded as 
which began in November over the council's 
proposal to outsource IT services to Canadian 44d moved over toa 


Vote McCluskey — but 
organise the rank & file 


BY JEREMY DEWAR 


NITE GENERAL Secretary Len 

McCluskey has triggered an early 

election campaign for the position 

he currently holds. The three candi- 

dates, McCluskey, Gerard Coyne and 
Jan Allinson, have until 17 February to gain an un- 
democratically high 50 branch nominations to get 
on the ballot paper. Members then have from 27 
March to 19 April to vote. 


UNITE AND LABOUR 

By trade union standards this is a very political elec- 
tion, especially for the two main candidates, Mc- 
Cluskey and Coyne, who are bound to get on the 
ballot paper. McCluskey is a vocal, if recently critical 
supporter of Jeremy Corbyn. The Labour right, who 
want to oust Corbyn, back Coyne. 

McCluskey supported Jeremy in both leadership 
election campaigns, although it was Unite's national 
executive rather than McCluskey himself who ini- 
tially recommended that Unite members vote for 
Corbyn in 2015. Momentum has also called for a 
vote for Len as an ally against the right. 

Luke Akehurst’s influential right-wing blog 
Labour First supports Coyne. So too has deputy 
Labour leader Tom Watson and the Blairite Progress 
group. All three supported the botched coup against 
Corbyn by 179 Labour MPs last summer, and Owen 
Smith in the resulting leadership election. 

If you want a return to New Labour, with front 
bench Labour MPs denouncing strikes and crossing 
picket lines, then vote Coyne. 

It is true that Len McCluskey has used his influ- 
ence to pressure Jeremy to the right: over nuclear 
power, Trident and free movement of labour. He 
even told the Mirror: “If we get to 2019 and opinion 
polls are still awful... the truth is everybody would 
examine that situation, including Jeremy 
Corbyn and John McDonnell... These two are not 
egomaniacs, they are not desperate to cling on to 
power for power's sake.” 

Coyne hypocritically latched onto these remarks, 
calling Len a “puppet master’, insinuating that he 
meddles too much in politics and that he misappro- 
priated union funds to back Corbyn. Coyne evi- 
dently feels that this should be the prerogative of 
disloyal right wing MPs, and that Unite's 1.4 million 
members should not interfere. 


Unreliable though McCluskey is, his replacement 
by a right-winger will undermine the prospects for 
the socialist transformation of Labour, increasing 
pressure from the right on Corbyn’s team and has- 
tening his demise. 


If you want a 
return to New 
Labour, then 
vote Coyne 


WRONG CHALLENGE, WRONG TIME 

In this context Ian Allinson’s candidacy is untimely 
to say the least. Ian is an honourable rank and file 
activist. He leads Fujistu IT workers, who have re- 
cently taken 14 days of strike action against redun- 
dancies. His platform pledges are fully supportable. 

While Allinson admits to “some progress during 
Len McCluskey’s time as General Secretary’, he also 
rightly points to McCluskey's shortcomings: most re- 
cently, not bringing Unite NHS members out in sup- 
port of junior doctors, failing to mobilise against the 
Trade Union Act and letting Tata steel bosses off the 
hook when they should have been nationalised. 

But Ian has no strategy to organise the rank and 
file independently of the union bureaucracy. He 
stood aside from previous left challenger Jerry Hicks’ 
ultimately failed attempt to build Unite Grassroots 
Left. Apart from pledging to only take his current 
wage and avoid the perks of office, Ian offers no con- 
crete means by which Unite could really be democ- 
ratised and members placed in control of their 
officials and their disputes. 

And despite his telling criticisms of Len’s luke- 
warm support for Corbyn - only if he can win the 
next election, and threatening to bring back the 
failed right if he can't - Ian does not even mention 
the Labour Party in his material. His is ultimately a 
form of apolitical trade unionism: militant, but with 
a self-imposed restriction not to support moves to 
win working class political power. 

Yes, we need a rank and file movement; yes, we 
need to organise opposition to McCluskey whenever 
he obstructs action or pushes Labour further to the 
right. But right now, that can be done best by putting 
McCluskey back in office and not letting the right in 
by splitting the left vote @ 





Elsewhere in the city, striking school janitors these various struggles. 


face a new assault from the council. After more 


than a year battling the council’s 
an- Arm's Length External Organi- 


opened a new front 
with the announce- 













The first problem could be addressed if 
Labour receives a richly deserved 
kicking by the electorate in 
May, providing the left 
- seizes the opportunity 
to transform Labour 
locally into a demo- 
cratic, campaigning 
socialist party. 
The second 
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The janitors have been 
subjected to a vindictive 
campaign that has seen Cordia i 
spend thousands of pounds a day 


agency workers (the agency tasked with hiring mitigating the impact of industrial action, 


the scabs unwittingly attempted to recruit many 


of the striking workers). 


While this is a qualified victory for the IT 
workers, CGI Group are nonetheless set to be- 
come the council’s IT provider with all the 
abysmal service, rocketing costs and lurking 


threats to jobs that entails. 


claim many times over. 


PUBLIC NOT PRIVATE 
“UNISON GLASGOW ciTy BRC 


money that would have settled the janitors 






posing these as- 
saults on jobs and 
wages on a political 
basis; strikes are called 
to defend terms and con- 
ditions, rather than to fight 
the cuts, which lie behind the at- 
tacks on terms and conditions. 

This allows employers to wage war on parts 

of their workforce one at a time. Both the jan- 











The twin problem for socialists in the city is, nies and IT workers are organised by Glasgow 
firstly that these attacks are being orchestrated City Unison, which should mobilise all its mem- 
by a Labour council, and, secondly that there is _ bers to defend those on the frontline, as all will 
little appetite in the unions to meaningfully link _ face this battle soon enough @ 
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Scottish Labour 
misses left turn 


BY CHRIS TAYLOR - SCOTLAND 


N THE 18 months since Jeremy 

Corbyn first secured a place on 

the leadership ballot, hundreds 

of thousands have joined 

Labour. By population, Scottish 
Labour should have seen a gain in the 
tens of thousands. In fact, fewer than 
5,000 have joined the party. 

With a few exceptions, new members 
have been coming to Constituency 
Labour Party meetings in the ones or 
twos, rather than the hundreds seen in 
places like Brighton. There is a real sense 
now that — politically at least - Scotland 
is a very different country. 


THE NATIONALIST LEFT 
Contrary to orthodox opinion, recent 
years have seen Scottish politics move 
significantly to the right. The Scottish 
Conservatives are now the second 
largest party in Holyrood, while the 
Scottish National Party (SNP) continue 
to dominate the polls, despite over half 
a decade of SNP-implemented austerity. 
Nation has supplanted class at the centre 
of the country’s political discourse. 
Corbyn and John McDonnell have 
energised hundreds of thousands with 
their anti-austerity programme - which, 
despite its many shortcomings, has rein- 
vigorated the left and brought the term 
“socialism” back into mainstream use. 
Yet in Scottish politics, everything 
comes down to “Scotland's interests”. 
Some of the responsibility for this has 
to be borne by the Scottish left, who 
have done a sterling job as flag wavers 
for Scottish nationalism, particularly in 
the last few years, so much so that they 
successfully ushered a significant section 
of the working class into the SNP, many 
of whom, had they lived south of the 
border, would now be joining Labour. 


On this scene, Scottish Labour - under 
its Blairite leadership — has struggled to 
find a role for itself: outmanoeuvred 
from the left by the SNP’s populism and 
on the constitutional question by the To- 
ries, who under Ruth Davidson have ap- 
pealed to a chunk of Labour’s middle 
class supporters as a socially liberal, pro- 
EU, staunchly unionist party, apparently 
distinct from their nasty sister party 
down south. 

From the disastrous Better Together 
pact with the Tories to the adoption of 
former leader Jim Murphy's infamous 
patriot clause, which commits the party 
to working for “the patriotic interest of 
the people of Scotland’, the party has 
vacillated between British and Scottish 
nationalism before settling, under Kezia 
Dugdale, on both. 

Her mix of soft Brit/Scot nationalism 
— a “strong Scotland” in a “stronger 
union’ — is politically useless because it 
continues to feed both varieties without 
offering anything either camp is partic- 
ularly interested in. It also lacks detail. 
Where, for example, would England fit 
into all this, given there is no appetite 
whatsoever for regional parliaments and 
an English parliament is a deeply reac- 
tionary prospect? 

The Daily Record reported on a recent 
study of members and key figures in 
Scottish Labour; all those interviewed 
agreed that Dugdale should continue as 
leader for “at least the next 10 years”. 
Labour bureaucrats would rather see the 
party dwindle to irrelevance than risk an 
influx of socialists and working class 
supporters along the lines of what has 
happened in the rest of the country. 

The turn to nationalism has not been 
confined to the far left. A soft national- 
ism — of the “Scotland's interest” variety 
— has been dominant in the Scottish 
labour movement since the 1980s as a 
means of stifling socialist politics. From 
the ruling class point of view national- 


ism has been useful in dividing the 
British working class and its ability to 
launch UK-wide resistance to austerity. 

Clearly, the only desirable resolution 
to the constitutional question is a rein- 
vigorated workers’ movement across the 
whole of Britain, which promotes class 
struggle as an alternative to national an- 
tagonism. But the chances of Dugdale 
adopting that position are non-existent. 


MOMENTUM IN SCOTLAND 

All of which should lead the left to con- 
clude that it is time to put up its own 
candidate against her, with next year’s 
inevitably disastrous local elections pro- 
viding the natural opportunity. Unfor- 
tunately, the Scottish Labour left has no 
such ambition, at least not publicly. 

“Campaign for Socialism — Momen- 
tum Scotland” is significantly different 
in character from Momentum south of 
the border. Lacking the infusion of new 
members, it is dominated by longstand- 
ing members of the Labour left and to 
date has only two branches: Glasgow 
and Edinburgh. 

Campaign for Socialism (CfS) was 
formed in 1994 to defend Clause 4 and 
counted Bill Speirs (notoriously in- 
volved in the anti-Trotskyist “Icepick 
Express’ to the 1976 National Organisa- 
tion of Labour Students conference) 
among its founding members. ‘This tra- 
dition of anti-Trotskyism is alive and 
well to this day. 

The decision to effectively merge Mo- 
mentum and CfS has not met with uni- 
versal approval within CfS, which has 
worked hard to carve out a space within 
the Scottish party as the loyal left oppo- 
sition. That said there have been some 
steps forward. 

Previously CfS had no branch struc- 
ture, whereas it now has branches in 
both major cities: a relatively dynamic 
and activist branch in Edinburgh and a 
more staid and tightly controlled one in 


464 Labour 
cannot 
turn the 
tide 
against 
the SNP 
without 
changing 
leaders 
and 
policies 





Glasgow. However, the leadership con- 
tinues to dominate, initiating actions, 
while the members are passive onlook- 
ers and branch meetings the very defi- 
nition of talking-shops. 

The only recent actions have been to 
put together a slate for Labour’s upcom- 
ing Scottish Executive Committee elec- 
tions (with neither vote nor discussion 
from the membership) and a commit- 
ment to coordinate a motion condemn- 
ing Dugdale’s self-nomination to 
Labour's National Executive Committee 
as Scotland’s “representative”. 

Things may change as the organisa- 
tion grows, but the fundamental prob- 
lem is that those currently controlling 
the show have no appetite for confronta- 
tion with the party's right wing. 

The most prominent CfS members 
are firmly embedded in the labour bu- 
reaucracy — working as paid union offh- 
cials or parliamentary researchers. 
Politically they are wedded to a re- 
formism of the ‘British Road to Social- 
ism variety. The dominance of Labour 
movement officials also ensures a clien- 
telist approach to politics, whereby ofh- 
cers and committee members undertake 
all the activity on behalf of the passive 
membership and a passive working 
class, envisaged as little more than vot- 
ing fodder. 


PROSPECTS 

The lesson these comrades have failed to 
learn is that Corbyn was not elected 
leader of the Labour Party because of 
years of patient work in the party by the 
existing left. It was the political awaken- 
ing of a significant section of the work- 
ing class, given the opportunity to 
support a left alternative to austerity by 
the stupidity and hubris of the Blairites. 

The “patient work” of the Labour left 
has seen decades of Blairism, the rise of 
nationalism, the decline and depolitici- 
sation of the trade unions, the decima- 
tion of the party membership and the 
weakening of its ties with the working 
class. 

What is required is a democratic 
movement, which can intervene in 
Labour, winning new members to so- 
cialist politics and getting rid of the right 
wing bureaucrats and MPs, with the aim 
of transforming Labour into a party of 
the working class and socialism: an aim 
we share with our sisters and brothers in 
England and Wales @ 
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BY BERNIE MCADAM 


REXIT WILL have enormous 


( é The Unionist 


border, warns of a “devastating impact” on 
such communities. 
In the North 56% voted to remain in the 


political and economic ramifi- 

cations on both Northern Ire- 

land and the Republic. Since 

the EU referendum, for exam- 
ple, Irish food and drink exports to the UK 
have fallen by €570 million, according to the 
Republic of Ireland’s Bord Bia. Food and 
drink account for 41% of Ireland’s exports to 
the UK, while Ireland is also the main mar- 
ket for UK food and drink exports. 

The Irish government believes growth 
could take a 4% hit over ten years of hard 
Brexit, costing 40,000 job cuts (equivalent to 
500,000 in the UK), mostly in the first five 
years. There might be some initial inward in- 
vestment but the biggest disruption would 
be to trade with the UK. 

Added to this, Britain's withdrawal from 
the single market would necessarily mean 
the UK having a land border with the EU 
along the Six Counties. A hard border with 
passport checks, customs posts and in- 
creased regulations would set back both 
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economies. The Tory government calculates 
that economic losses for Northern Ireland 
after Brexit would cost it 5.6% of its GDP. 


BORDER 

The border communities have never bene- 
fited from the partition of Ireland, cut off 
from their hinterlands and ranking amongst 
the most disadvantaged areas on the island. 
Brexit will deepen their social and economic 
problems. Border Communities against 
Brexit, which campaigns on both sides of the 





EU, yet, like Scotland, they are tied to Brexit. 
EU funding for cross-community projects 
reached £2.5 billion in the last funding 
round. This will now almost certainly cease. 

The political fallout from Brexit is a gath- 
ering storm. It has put the national question 
right back into Irish politics. Even Irish es- 
tablishment politicians, like Fine Gael 
Taoiseach Enda Kenny and Fianna Fail 
leader Michael Martin, have raised the pos- 
sibility of a border poll and eventually a 
united Ireland. 

The fall of Stormont has opened up a po- 
litical crisis for devolved government. Sinn 
Fein too has called for a vote on Irish unity, 
though only in the North. However, only the 
British Secretary of State can call such a ref- 
erendum, so dont hold your breath! 

So the Unionist veto on Irish unity is now 
matched by an English veto on Northern 
Irish membership of the EU. These twin 
democratic deficits are a symptom of British 
imperialism’s denial of all the Irish people's 
right to self-determination @ 








BY KD TAIT 


EREMY CORBYN kicked off 

2017 by announcing that Labour 

as not committed “in princi- 

ple” to defending freedom of 

movement for workers within 

the European Union. This major retreat 

represents an attempt to reposition 

Labour as a pro-Brexit party, despite the 

fact that 65 per cent of Labour voters 

and an overwhelming majority of 
members oppose leaving the EU. 

The relentless pressure on Corbyn 
from Labour MPs and trade union 
leaders to “listen to people's concerns 
about immigration” is motivated by the 
belief that opposition to Brexit and de- 
fence of free movement would be elec- 
torally disastrous for Labour. 

Whether the stated motivation is to 
protect British workers wages or their 
culture, the end result is the same: a race 
down the bottomless pit of English 
chauvinism under the banner of 
“British jobs for British workers”. 

Corbyn attempted to give this retreat 
a trade union gloss by suggesting immi- 
gration controls are needed to prevent 
employers using migrant labour to un- 
dercut wages. But as any trade unionist 
worth her salt will tell you, divide the 
workforce along national lines and the 
boss is 90% of the way towards under- 
mining all workers’ wages and condi- 
tions. 

In conceding the myth that migrants 
are to blame for low wages, unemploy- 
ment and failing public services, some- 
thing he rejected on several occasions in 
the autumn, Corbyn has now paved the 
way for Labour MPs to demand in- 
creasingly stringent anti-migrant meas- 
ures. 

A taste of what is to come can be 
judged from a report on “social integra- 
tion” published by a group of MPs 
chaired by Chuka Umunna; all mi- 
grants should be required to speak Eng- 
lish, regions should be given the right to 
issue or deny visas and the government 
should launch a strategy for “the inte- 
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gration of immigrants that includes is- 
sues such as access to the labour mar- 
ket, awareness of the UK’s laws, 
traditions and culture’: 

Demagogic nonsense. Ac- 
cording to the 2011 Cen- 
sus, just 0.3 per cent of 
the population speaks 
no English at all and a 
fraction more, 1.3 per 
cent said they could 
not speak English 
well. Chuka’s inten- 
tion though is to play 
on people’ fears, not 
educate them. 

The demand for de- 
volving control for visas 
to regions is more dan- 
gerous. Since migrants 
don't move in large numbers 
to high-unemployment areas, 
devolved control of visas would do 
nothing to address underlying eco- 
nomic problems but instead serve as a 
political football fostering discrimina- 
tion if not outright racism in areas 
where misdirected prejudice is on the 
rise. 

The right wing of the Labour Party 
has always argued for the party to put 
British workers first. Gordon Brown 
coined the phrase “British jobs for 
British workers” in his 2008 conference 
speech. 

While a few MPs, like Diane Abbott 
and David Lammy, maintained a prin- 
cipled defence of free movement, the 
right wing tightened the noose. MPs 
Jamie Reed and Tristram Hunt forced 
the issue by resigning and triggering by- 
elections in pro-Brexit and/or strong 
Ukip constituencies, making a capitu- 
lation to pro-Brexit and anti-migrant 
positions inevitable. 


LEFT CRITICS 

The most serious problem has been the 
corrosive behaviour of Corbyns “left al- 
lies’. Momentum leader Jon Lansman 
launched a campaign called “Take back 
control” of Brexit, while John McDon- 
nell called for a “People's Brexit”. 
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Clive 
Lewis claimed free movement “hasn't 


worked” for millions of Britons and fel- 
low frontbencher Emily Thornberry re- 
cycled the myth that EU migrants 
depress wages. 

Unite general secretary Len Mc- 
Cluskey asserted that, “workers have al- 
ways done best when the labour supply 
is controlled and communities are sta- 
ble,” a throwback to the 1970s when 
some unions tried to block Irish, black 
or women workers entering the work- 
force. 

These patronising and unprincipled 
views abandon whole swathes of our 
class to reactionary Tory prejudices, in- 
stead of respecting them enough to tell 
them they are wrong. There is no evi- 
dence that adopting a tough line on im- 
migration will do anything except 
encourage unsympathetic workers to 
think Ukip were right all along. 


PRINCIPLES 

Though Jeremy continues to repeat that 
he personally does not believe immi- 
gration is too high, his statement that 
freedom of movement is not a “princi- 
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ple” but rather “part of the negotiations” 
turns the rights of migrants into a bar- 
gaining chip in a contest where no 
side is willing to defend them. 
Given this, how much confi- 
dence can we have in a future 
Labour government to pro- 

tect migrant workers? 

For socialists who be- 
lieve that workers of all 
countries have more in 
common with each 

other than they do with 

their own national 
bourgeoisie, freedom of 
movement is a princi- 
ple. As such it ought to be 
defended more than ever 
at a time when European 
workers are being scape- 
goated for the problems caused 
by our own government. Once 
this principle is thrown away, Jeremy 
will find, it is damn difficult to run back 
and pick it up again. 

Having abandoned a position that he 
courageously defended only yesterday, 
Corbyn has been weakened, and his en- 
emies strengthened. If he persists, it 
will fatally undermine his support and 
indeed his own leadership. 

Worse, it has been organised from 
within the Leader's office, with the 
members being assigned the role 
of passive observers. What else will he 
or his advisors decide is not a princi- 
ple? Nuclear weapons for sure. Bomb- 
ing Syria definitely. 

Before they go in for the kill they will 
turn Corbyn into an ornamental bauble 
who leads his supporters into confu- 
sion, demoralisation and, eventually, 
defeat. If his advisors persist in the idea 
of turning him into a populist dema- 
gogue, they will turn him into a figure 
of fun for the media and the Parliamen- 
tary Labour Party right. 

This attempt at triangulation will 
wreck any Corbyn renewal of the party. 
It will drive away the new members, 
probably as fast as they came, especially 
in the cities and amongst young people. 
Then, and we can we can predict this 
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with absolute certainty, the right will 
come for Corbyn himself. That is what 
is at stake, and it is why we must resist 
this retreat with all our strength. 


CONCLUSION 

In order to prevent this outcome, we 
need to oppose the capitulation to 
Brexit and rally support for a socialist 
alternative. 

The idea that making limited conces- 
sions on immigration now will allow 
Labour to consolidate its position is the 
political equivalent of drinking salt 
water. Unpleasant in small doses, it in- 
variably proves fatal in large. It will lend 
credibility to the Tories and Ukip, give 
confidence to racists and fuel a thirst it 
can never quench. 

But instead of ignoring the issue, or 
punting Tory-lite policies into our own 
goal, Labour should commit to expos- 
ing the lies about migrants and explain- 
ing the real origins of the problems 
people face: the systematic exploitation 
of workers, the uneven distribution of 
wealth, and the monopolisation of pro- 
duction by a class that produces for 
profit, not public good. 

In areas where hostility to immigra- 
tion is high, Labour should funnel re- 
sources into a campaign offering a 
practical alternative. Instead of promis- 
ing to reduce immigration, which will 
do nothing to solve the problem any- 
way, we should offer a Labour govern- 
ment that will tax the rich and plan the 
economy to invest in homes, health, ed- 
ucation and the environment, creating 
well paid jobs for all those in Britain and 
more besides. 

This has the advantage of providing 
an ambition that all workers, in every 
region and of any nationality can share. 
If there remain people whose prejudices 
are so ingrained, or simply racist that 
they can't be convinced, then so be it. 
They will be outnumbered and ren- 
dered insignificant by the collective 
strength of a labour movement aware of 
its own class interests and armed witha 
strategy to fight for them @ 
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